Gradient pattern analysis was used to investigate the impact of environmental and disturbance variables on species richness, species diversity, abundance and seasonal variation of birds in and around Jamshedpur, which is one of the fastest growing cities of India. It was observed that avian community structure is highly influenced by the vegetation habitat variables, food availability and human-related disturbance variables. A total of 61 species belonging to 33 families were recorded from the suburban area. 55 species belonging to 32 families were observed in nearby wildland habitat consisting of natural vegetation whereas only 26 species belonging to 18 families were observed in urban area. Results indicated that the suburban habitat had more complex bird community structure in terms of higher species richness, higher species diversity and higher evenness in comparison to urban and wildland habitat. Bird species richness and diversity varied across seasons. Maximum species richness and diversity was observed during spring season in all type of habitat. Most of the birds observed in urban areas were found to belong to either rare or irregular category on the basis of their abundance. The observed pattern of avian community structure is due to combined effect of both environmental and human related disturbance variables.
Introduction
Various degrees of human settlement result in differentiation of a landscape in to urban, suburban and rural areas. Seventy percent of the world's population is expected to live in urban areas by the year 2050 [1] . Around 92% of urban population growth will be observed in developing countries during the next twenty years [2] . As the world's urban population is growing at nearly 1% per annum on average [3] and cities are expanding in naturally species-rich regions [4] particularly in key biodiversity hotspots [5] , a better understanding of the pattern of species composition along urbanization gradient is necessary for sustainable urban planning and conservation.
Urbanization is an important factor reducing local vegetation and increasing habitat fragmentation and ultimately leads to environmental problems, including loss of biodiversity [6] . It not only reduces natural vegetation but also degrades the structure and composition of remaining vegetation [7] [8] . Birds are suitable to carry out studies on the impact of urbanization on biodiversity as they are highly sensitive to anthropogenic disturbances [9] [10] . Urbanization ultimately leads to biological homogenization in terms of avian diversity which posses a threat to the biotic uniqueness of the local ecosystems [11] . Avian species richness and abundance is positively related to native vegetation and vegetation cover, however, negatively related to construction, car rate and pedestrian rate [12] .
Studies on the effect of intensifying urbanization i.e. the rural-to-urban gradient on bird diversity has been investigated in many parts of the world and it has been observed that most diverse bird communities are present in habitats with intermediate level of human disturbance. Low avian species richness and high total density or biomass were observed in urban areas in comparison to adjacent natural areas [13] [14] [15] [16] . It has been observed that breeding bird diversity is found to decrease with increased urbanization level [17] [18] and to be lowest in urban centers [19] [20] . Jokimäki & Suhonen [21] and Blair [19] reported greatest avian species richness at intermediate levels of human disturbance. Suburban areas provide suitable conditions for both urban avoiding native species and urban adapted exotics therefore these areas are often seen with maximum species richness of birds compared to adjacent rural and urban settlements [19] . In general, it was observed that habitat conversion has a negative effect on rare and specialist species, while it favours generalists and behaviourally flexible species [22] . Lack of appropriate adaptations to utilize available resources is the main reason of species loss from urban environments [23] . Such comparative studies on species richness and abundance of birds with various degree of urbanization is lacking in developing nations and therefore needs further investigations in rapidly growing countries like India to study ecological effects of urbanization on avian community.
India's bird diversity contains 13% of the world species richness, approximately 1300 species [24] . In addition to it Indian Peninsula contains several Endemic Bird Areas. Urbanization is taking place at a faster rate in India and according to a survey by UN State of the World Population report in 2007, by 2030, 40.76% of country's population is expected to reside in urban areas [25] . In spite of this, studies on the effect of urbanization on avian community are not common in this part of the world and mostly confined towards preliminary surveys on avian species richness and abundance of existing natural ecosystems [26] [27] [28] . Birds respond well to the availability of habitat structures [17] and ecological effect of urbanization can be well studied by using them as models [29] . Therefore the rural to urban gradient was employed to investigate the differences in avian community pattern due to environmental and disturbance variables along a settlement gradient in and around the city Jamshedpur (India). As environmental factors are greatly influenced by weather conditions it is hypothesized that seasonality of bird occurrence may depend on environmental variables which strongly influence species diversity and richness patterns in different habitats along urbanization gradients. Such type of study may be useful in identification of most vulnerable species of the studied area [8] as well as useful to conservation planners, urban planners, and land managers.
Materials and Methods

Study area
Jamshedpur is the largest city in the state of Jharkhand, India. It has been predicted as the 84 th fastest growing city in the world for the timeframe 2006-2020 with a population of 1.1 million [30] . It is a planned industrial city which includes more than 1,200 small and medium scale industries. The average elevation of the city is 135 meters. Total geographical area of Jamshedpur is 149.23 km square. The city falls under deciduous type of forest region and the green cover is estimated to be around 33% of the total land area.
Jamshedpur has tropical wet and dry climate. Summer start in April and extend up to June. The temperature variation during summer is from 35 to 44°C while the temperature during winters may drop to 8°C. The city receives rain by south-west monsoon mainly during the month from July to October. The average annual rainfall is about 1200 mm.
The avian diversity of city Jamshedpur (India) with reference to urbanization gradient was studied for two years. Definitions of urban (percent of built-up area > 50, building density > 10/ha, and residential human density > 10/ha), Suburban (percent of built-up area 30-50, building density < 2.5/ha, and residential human density 1-10/ha) and Wildland (percent of built-up area 0-2, building density 0, and residential human density < 1/ha) habitats follow the suggestion made by Marzluff et al. as shown in Table 1 [18] . Percent of built-up area and building density were calculated from Google Earth image whereas residential human density was determined by general demographic survey. The calculated data is presented in Table 2 . Approximately 2 km 2 area was surveyed in each habitat type for calculation of percent of built-up area, building density, and residential human density.
Wildlands are unsettled lands that may sometimes include dwellings. Suburban lands are characterized by moderate-to high-density, single-family housing often containing lawns and gardens. On the other hand urban lands are areas with high building density.
Bird surveys
Point count method was used for bird survey. Point counts were conducted in three habitat types along transects using distance sampling [31] . Transects did not cross habitat types and were randomly situated in each habitat type. At each habitat three 1-km transects were used. Five permanent sampling points at 200 m intervals along the long axis of each defined transect was established in all three types of habitats. Transects were sufficiently separated (about 500 m) to avoid double counting of birds. Points were placed along transect in area with natural vegetation or wildland with 2-3m openings in the canopy and in suburban and urban areas along roads with similar sized canopy openings to avoid biased counts [32] . During the study transects were visited once a month. Birds were recorded visually and aurally within 50 m around each sampling point for 5 min to maximize count efficiency. The time of sampling was between 7:00-11:30 am. Each observed bird was recorded and was identified with the help of field guides [33] [34] . Only resident bird species of the studied area [28] that regularly used the resources of the respective area for foraging or nesting during the study period were included. Nocturnal birds were excluded from the observations. Relative abundance was calculated by a ratio of the number of individuals observed for each species to the total number of individuals observed.
On the basis of their monthly mean abundance data obtained, bird species were categorized under following four categories following Ramírez-Albores & Ramírez [35] as these categories are most useful when used flexibly rather than rigidly: Taxonomy adopted here is after Inskipp et al. [36] .
Environmental variables
Environmental variables of interest in this study were mainly related to vegetation variables which include percentage cover of vegetation, number of vegetation layer, percent of bare soil and percent of leaf litter and woody debris as previously selected by Heileman et al. [37] . Insects and fruit plants constitute important food sources for birds therefore they were counted as a measure of their food irrespective of species. Every type of vegetation present within the range of 50 m radius around each point count was analyzed for the determination of relative abundance of insects and to determine the availability of fruit plants for birds. To determine relative abundance of insects, 05 trees, 10 shrubs and 20 herbs were randomly selected. 5 branches of each tree and shrub were randomly selected whereas whole herb was scrutinized. An ordinal rank abundance score (0 = no insect, 1 = 1-15 insects, 2 = 16-30 insects, 3 = 30+ insects) was assigned to each point count and average was calculated for each level of urbanization. Similarly 20 trees and 20 herbs were randomly selected for determination of availability of fruit plants. An ordinal rank abundance score (0 = absence of fruit plants, 1 = 1-5 fruit plants, 2 = 6-15 fruit plants, 3 = 16+ fruit plants) was assigned to each point count and average was calculated for each level of urbanization. Obtained monthly values of species richness and abundance for all three types of habitats were polled and then compared by season (Spring: February to march; Summer: April to June; Rainy season: July to October; Winter: November to January).
Disturbance variables
The degree of human-related disturbance at each count point site was measured by quantifying vehicle and pedestrian traffic and cover of built structure according to Heileman et al. [37] . Vehicle and pedestrian traffic levels were scaled as 1 = low (less than five vehicles and/or pedestrians per minute), 2 = moderate (5-10 vehicles and/or pedestrians per minute) or 3 = high (greater than 10 vehicles and/or pedestrians per minute) at each count point by visual estimation at the time of the bird surveys. Percentage cover of human built structure was also determined around 50 m of each count point.
Data analysis
No parameters such as species richness and species diversity showed significant differences between years so we pooled the data across years for data analysis. Bird species diversity and bird species richness were measured using Shannon-Wiener diversity index (H = -S p i .ln.p i ) and Margalef'sindex [(S-1)/ln(n)], respectively [38] . We chose Margalef's species richness index for its ease of calculation and its widespread use [38] .
Avian community structure comparison between the different habitat types was estimated by Morisita index of similarity, as this index is nearly independent of sample size and it is mended as one of the best overall measures of similarity for ecological use [39] .
For comparing species richness, species diversity and relative abundance of individuals between habitats, a two way ANOVA was used. To compare relative abundance only those species were taken in to consideration which were common between habitat types. Two way ANOVA was also used to test the seasonal variation in species richness and diversity across study areas.
The species richness between habitats were compared by using individual based rarefaction curves [40] which describe species richness while controlling for the confounding effect of sampling effort and bird density [41] . To estimate species richness non-parametric estimators of Chao 1, Chao 2, Jacknife I and Bootstrap was used. Hurlbert's [42] probability of interspecific encounter (PIE) was also calculated for each habitat class. PIE controls for both sampling effort and bird density, and uses repeated re-sampling of the data to calculate the probability that the next bird sampled will be of a different species. Therefore, high PIE values indicate high species evenness. Estimate S (Version 9.1.0) was used to obtain the rarefaction curves and the species richness estimators, after randomizing the sample 100 times [43] . Hurlbert's [42] probability of interspecific encounter (PIE) was obtained through Ecosim.
Overall species richness and abundance of birds in all three types of habitats were compared with environmental and human related disturbance variables using two way ANOVA tests.
Ethics statement
Observation of birds does not require ethics approval or legal permits because it does not involve any important effect on animal welfare. Surveys were conducted in areas which are open to the public, therefore there was no need to ask land managers for approval.
Results
Overall 65 species of birds belonging to 34 families were recorded during the study period. The maximum species richness was observed in suburban area (61 species from 33 families) followed by wild land area (55 species from 32 families) with urban being taxonomically poorest (26 species from 18 families). A checklist has been prepared showing the observed species in each habitat along with its abundance category ( Table 3 ). The relative proportion (%) of different avian species in all studied habitat on the basis of abundance category is shown in Fig 1. Margalef's index and Shannon-Wiener diversity index for different habitats representing various levels of urbanization is shown in Table 4 . Analysis revealed that suburban habitat had significantly higher species richness and diversity than urban habitat: high Margalef's index (F = 520.57, P< 0.0001), high Shannon-Wiener diversity index (F = 91.11, P< 0.0001). However no significant difference in species richness was observed between suburban and wildland habitat: Margalef's index (F = 0.2 P = 0.659), but species diversity showed a significant difference: Shannon-Wiener diversity index (F = 5.33, P = 0.030). Species rarefaction curves (Fig 2) from different habitats confirmed that suburban habitat had a higher number of avian species than wild land and urban habitats. High PIE value was obtained for suburban area (Fig 3) which is an indicative of high evenness followed by wild land and urban area.
Morisita index of similarity showed greater similarity between bird communities at suburban and wildland habitat than urban and wildland or urban and suburban habitat (Table 5) . Non-parametric estimators of chao I, chao II, first order Jackknife mean and bootstrap mean of urban, suburban and wildland bird species are shown in Table 6 .
Relative abundance of common and top 22 species which are present in greater proportion in all types of studied habitat was calculated and compared ( Table 7) . Out of total 65 species, 22 species shared urban, suburban and wildland habitat and 16 out of them differs significantly across habitat types. Relative abundance data clearly indicated that abundance of some species like Columba livia, Centropus sinensis, Acridotheres tristis, Sturnus contra and Milvus migrans increases with urbanization. Bird species richness and diversity fluctuated across seasons for all habitat types as shown in Table 8 and Table 9 respectively. Maximum species richness was observed during spring while minimum was obtained during summer. Species richness differs significantly between urban and suburban (P< 0.0001), urban and wildland (P< 0.0001) and suburban and wildland (P = 0.0117) in spring. Species richness also differs in summer, rainy and winter between urban and suburban (P< 0.0001) and urban and wildland (P< 0.0001). However no such difference was observed between suburban and wildland habitat during summer, rainy and winter season. Species richness also significantly varies between seasons for urban (P = 0.0010), suburban (P = 0.0010) and wildland (P = 0.0075). On the other hand bird species diversity differs significantly between urban and suburban (P< 0.0001), urban and wildland (P< 0.0001) in spring. In summer it differs significantly between urban and suburban (P = 0.0215), urban and wildland (P = 0.042) and between suburban and wildland (P = 0.002). In rainy season species diversity differs between urban and suburban (P< 0.0001), urban and wildland (P< 0.0001) and between suburban and wildland (P = 0.020). During winter species diversity significantly differs between urban and suburban (P< 0.0001), urban and wildland (P< 0.0001) and suburban and wildland (P = 0.002). Species diversity also significantly varies between seasons for suburban (P< 0.0001) and wildland (P< 0.0001). However no such difference in species diversity was observed for urban habitat (P = 0.151).
Avian species diversity is highly influenced by the environmental and human related disturbance variables in all types of studied habitats (Table 10) . It was found to be positively related with total percent vegetation cover, number of vegetation layer, percent of bare soil and percent of leaf litter and woody debris. However it was negatively related with vehicle and pedestrian traffic and cover of built structure. Significant difference (p < 0.01) in ordinal rank score for insects and fruit yielding plants was obtained between sub urban and urban as well as between sub urban and wild land habitat but the difference was insignificant (p > 0.01) between urban and wild land habitat.
Discussion
The two-year study on bird diversity in relation to urbanization gradient in Jamshedpur, India revealed that the urbanization has a clear impact on the avian community. It was observed that the distribution of most of the species varied across the urban gradient with peak at one level and decreased with either greater or lesser intensity of urbanization. Results confirmed that suburban habitat had higher avian species richness, species diversity and abundance than wildland and urban habitat. The obtained result is similar to those obtained by Jokimäki & Suhonen [21] and Blair [19] who also reported greater avian species richness and diversity at intermediate level of human disturbance.
The obtained pattern of avian community structure along urbanization is due to joint effect of environmental and human related disturbance variables. Present study indicated that several vegetation habitat variables significantly contribute towards avian community structure. Increase in vegetation cover increases the species diversity [14] . High vegetation cover was obtained for both suburban and wild land areas where avian species richness is more in comparison to urban areas. This high vegetation cover attract both human-commensal as well as high proportion of native bird species [44] resulting in high avian diversity [45] . In addition to vegetation cover, other habitat variables like: number of vegetation layers, percentage of soil and percentage of leaf litter on land also plays important role in deciding the avian species richness of a habitat. More number of vegetation layer, high percentage of soil and leaf litter on land in suburban area in comparison to wildland and urban habitat creates a mosaic habitat which can attract non-native species to penetrate from the wild land and nearby urban areas and ultimately resulted in increased species richness and diversity as compared to urban and wild land habitats [46] [47] . Availability of food is an important determining factor for the presence or absence of a species from a particularly locality. Insects and fruits are important food component of birds [48] . In the present study high degree of association was observed between species richness and abundance of insects and fruit plants in all types of studied habitat. Although large amount of food is available in urban settings in the form of human refuse but are of low quality which may reduce the survival rate of nestlings [49] . Due to high vegetation cover and greater availability of fruit yielding plants, suburban landscapes provide continuous food supply to birds and thus support high diversity of birds. Results indicated that avian species richness is negatively related with human disturbance variables like vehicle and pedestrian traffic and cover of built structure as previously reported by other workers [50] [51] . Noise due to vehicle traffic affects reproductive behavior of many birds and ultimately their survival [52] . Vocalization is an important tool in birds to attract mates as well as to defend their territory. The increased noise level due to heavy traffic in urban habitats can interfere with their vocal communication [53] . Due to increased noise level house finches started to produce low frequency songs with decreased number of notes per song [54] which resulted in decreased mating opportunities as females prefer males producing longer songs [55] . In rapidly developing cities like Jamshedpur one cannot ignore the role of noise pollution produced from vehicle traffic for low avian species richness. The obtained vehicle and pedestrian traffic levels clearly supported the above observation in our study also. Built environment reduces vegetation cover and thus reproductive ability of all those species which prefers to build nest on herbs and trees. No such parameters related to nesting was studied in the present study however less vegetation cover obtained for the urban habitat supports the above hypothesis.
Suburban and wild land area showed greater similarity value as represented in terms of Morisita index. Many species are common for both habitats. Suburban areas are provided with patches of natural vegetation which supports species of wild land habitat also.
Seasonal species richness varies in all type of habitat which are mainly due impact of environmental factors which might cause the seasonal movements of birds within and between habitats [56] . In spring maximum species richness occurs while summer shows minimum species richness. Seasonal variation in diversity index value differs significantly between habitats in each season as well as during different seasons in each level of urbanization. Many bird species depends on insects as their food source. Thus their availability in a particular type of habitat depends indirectly on invertebrate availability. Low temperatures generally limit invertebrate activity and reproduction, while heavy rainfall may inhibit invertebrate activity and the foraging efficiency of birds. Thus seasonality of bird occurrence strongly influenced the avian community along urbanization gradient. The proportion of rare and irregular species dominated in all types of studied habitat. Very few species belongs to abundant and common category. It indicates that the bird community within the city is comparatively less than its adjoining area so initiatives must be taken to conserve them. We strongly suggest and recommend that the demographic studies on birds and their relation to landscape complexity should be carried out in the developing cities for their conservation. As a result of development processes nearby wildland habitat as well as garden, parks and other barren lands inside the city are increasingly converted in to residential or market areas and ultimately creating adverse condition for native birds to survive in such degraded habitats.
From conservation point of view it becomes necessary to create special feeding niche in urban settings so that species can coexist. Plantation of fruit plants can additionally provide food for many avian species can become one of the most important factor to attract nearby wildland dwelling birds or previously urban dwellers to become inhabitant of urban areas again. Establishment of considerable feeding stations at various parts of the cities can encourage dominant species to increase the foraging chances for subordinate species which ultimately help them to increase their population and contribute towards maintenance of evenness.
High avian species richness in suburban areas may be due to occurrence of natural vegetation in small patches which help in conserving species with isolated distribution [57] . Therefore it is highly recommended to incorporate small parks and garden areas in urban management systems. Artificial aquatic systems should be integrated into urban areas for conservation of avian diversity. Effect of Urbanization on Avian Diversity
